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that 1 cannot think mine Eyes ſo acute as to diſ- 
cern any little Argument to lye ſtill neglected that 1 
| ſhould be able to bolt out. Aqua Genita. p. 447; 


It is very well known that we do endeavour as much 
as lies in 1s to reclaim all Diſſenters, but God 


| ſons. Biſhop Sillingflea's Anſwer to ſeveral 
Treatiſes. p. 289. | 
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LONDO N, Printed by W. B. for Richard Wilkin at 
the King's- Head in St. Paul's Chureh- Tard. 17032, 
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never 7 Miracles to cure incorrigible Per- 


Infants Bapriſnn* | 


This Point hath been ſo ſifted even '0 the very Bran, 
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/ pears 


IS a good Obſervatian that I've met with; 
that he who enters on Controverſie ſhould be 
acted with the Indifferency of a Traveller, 

who, provided he comes to his Journy's End, 
cares not whether the Way lie on the right 
Hand or on the left, or in the middle. Since if on any pris 
vate or human Conſideration, any one deſires that one Way 
ſhould be the right rather than the other; it is odds but he 
will take his Deſire that it ſhould be ſo, for an Aſſurance 
that it is ſo: But as this is a Temper but rarely found, ſo 
we find it difficult to obtain it. Every one is ready to ac- 


7 


— 


cuſe another for the want of it, tho perhaps it abundantly ap- 
) pears that he himſelf is more departed from it than the 
Perſon he accuſes. I wiſh this were not a little too much 
Jour Caſe; for that notwichſtanding in your late Book; you 
are pleaſed to charge your Adverſary with being Infatuated by 
Envy, not having the leaſt Regaid to Truth in what he either 


ſays, writes or prints, making Lies his Reſuge, and under Falſe- 
hood hiding himſelf; and that a couple of Pariſh Benefices doth 
influence him to this, tho you complain of your Principles be- 
ing put into Bear Shins by your Oppoſers, in order co fright 
others from embracin . yet I appeal to all the World, 
whether you your ſelf have not in this Book of yours been 
as Guilty, if not more ſo, of what you complain of, than 
thoſe you have accuſed of it. For as I ſhall ſufficiently make 
appear, Tou have in this Bao of yours, aſign'd a very falſe 
Original of Infant Baptiſin, as if it were only the Invention of 
the Pope's ; you have miſ-repreſented the Arguments brought far 
Infant Baptiſm ; you have notoriouſly perverted or concealed ma- 
ny Mens plain Senſe, and Meaning; you have falſified plain 
Matters of Fa# ; and laſtly, have aſſerted many falſe Princi- 
ples, which are pan 5a to the Scriptures, and the comon 
Belief of Chriſtians, What hath infiuenc'd you to do this I 
cannot ſay; bur I believe other things may have an Influence 
on Men to eſpouſe a Party; beſides 4 couple of Pariſh derne 

| | A 2 J. Then; 
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(2) 
I. Then, You've aſſign d a very falſe Original of Infant 
Baptiſm, as if it were only the Invention of the Pope's, and 


founded on his + Decretals; and ſay, * That 
TR. C. Part 1. here is m Canon for Infant Baptiſm till the 


bw fourth Century, tho as Dr. Stillingfleet (ſpeak- 
z — 2. P. 13, ing f I ranſubſtantiation ) ſaith, it was long 
3 a hatching before it came forth. But pray, is 
7731. not this + dreſſing up our Principles in Bear- 


shins 2 You know the Name of Pope and Popery is odious to 


the common People; and therefore you cannot think of a 
more likely way to prejudice them againſt the Practice of 
Infant Baptiſm, than by repreſenting it as an Invention of 
the Pope's, and comparing it ro Tranſubſtantiation, one of the 
moſt monſtrous and abſurd of all the Doctrines which the 
| Popiſh Church teaches. Tothis you add the 
+R. C. Part 2. joining Infant Baptiſm with the { Baptiſm of 
P- 30. Churches and Bells ; which I ſuppoſe you 
| had nor done, had you not thought by this 
Artifice to fer your People againſt it. Bur to all this I 4 
reply, - . f 
rg, in the Words of Mr. Philpot the Martyr, in his 
Letter to his Fellow-Priſoner. 1 faith he, you look upon the 
papiſtical Synagogue only, which hath corrupted God's Word by 
falſe Interpretation, and hath perverted the true Uſe of Chriſt's 
Sacraments, you may ſeem to have a good Handfaſt of your Opi- 
nion againſt the Baptiſm of Infants ; but for as much as it is of 
more Antiquity, and hath its beginning from God's Word, and 
from the uſe of the Primitive Church, it must not in reſpect 
of the Abuſe in the Popiſh Church be neglected or thought in- 
expedient. | | 
Secondly, Tis falſe that Pope Innocentius did either decree 
or confirm the Baptiſm of Infants ; fince he only decreed, 
| in Oppoſition to Pelagius, * That Infants were 
* Caranza p. t be born or regenerated by Baptiſm ; which 
114. Pelagius denied, ſaying, They were to be bap- 
tized that they might enter into the Kingdom 
* Auſtin de of Heaven. On the contrary, tis moſt plain 
peccato origi- that as *Sr. Auſtin expreſſes it, Infant Baptiſm 
nali cap. 18. was not inſtituted by Councils. 1 Both the third 
; and fifth Council of Carthage ſpeak of Infant 
+ Caranza p. Baptiſm as a practice then in being, ſince the 
96. 105, one orders that Nothing ſhould be exa&ed from 
thoje 
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thoſe that brought their Infants to be baptized; and the other, 
That. ſuch of whom it cannot be proved that they were certainly 
baptized in their Infancy, might be baptized. As to private 
Writers of the Church, I appeal to any one who has been at 
the pains to conſult them, whether the moſt early of them 


does not ſpeak of it as a thing commonly practis d. Even 


Tertullian himſelf does ſo, by his faying, Why does the inno- 
cent Age haſten to Remiſſion of Sins, or Baptiſm, he intimates 
that that Age did then haſten to it; and after all he does not 


_ expreſs himſelf to be utterly againſt it; but only ſays cun&a- 


tio utilior, that their ſtaying longer is better. So that on the 
whole I am forc'd ro conclude with my Lord Brooks; I could 
ne ver find the beginning and firſt riſe of this Practice; whereas 
tis very eaſie to track Hereſies to their firſt riſing up, and 
ſetting Foot in the Church. But, 

Before I go farther, I cannot omit taking notice of ano- 
ther Artifice of yours to prejudice your Reader againſt us; 
for you tell him over and over chat || our Cauſe _ DEED 
has been often confuted, and often baffled and R. C. Part I. p. 4 
forlorn, than which nothing can be more * Part 2. p.1.2, 
falſe ; and it js really pity to uſe your own OT 
Words, * That you have not diſcovered more — Þ Part 1. p. 35. 
Truth and Modeſty. You tell your Reader | 
too that + *tis obſervable that theſe Gentlemen, the Pædo-Bap- 
tiſts, when they go to diſcourſe with ſuch that are enlightened 
into this great Truth of Believers Baptiſm, who can.in ſome mea- 


ſure contend for it, then they leave them: What an Infinuation 


is here! as if the reaſon why our Miniſters gave over their 
Endeavours to ſatisfie ſuch who had entertain d any Doubts 
about the lawfulneſs of the baptizing Infants, was becauſe 
they could not «anſwer the Objections brought againſt it. 
Whereas, as has been often tried both in Diſcourſe and Print, 
the true reaſon is becauſe you are generally ſo much preju- 
diced in behalf of this Principle, that None but Believers 
ought to be baptized, as to take no Anſwer to the Arguments 


Fou produce for it: And we know that God himſelf has 
provided no Remedy for Obſtinacy, as Bifhop S7illing fleet 


tells his Adverſary : Its very well known that our Miniſters 
do endeavour as much as lies in them, to reclaim all Diſſenters 
but God never wrought Miracles to cure incortigible Perſons. 
Again you {tell your Reader that ſome of 

them, the Anabaptiſts, have Learning FR. C. Part 2. 
enough to baffle our often confuted Cauſe , p. 4+ . | 
OE | | wol 
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world we ſtand a Diſcourſe with them, but that to this 
we have no mind. For the Truth of this the Reader may 
ſee if he pleaſes the account of the Diſputation betwixt 


Dr. Featly ind them Anno 1642, Dr. Reading and Mr. Fiſher 


at Folckſtone in Kent 1650; and not to name any more, the 
late Piſpute ar Portſmouth betwixt the Presbyterians\ and 
them 1699 ; and by the Peruſal of them, if he does it ſin- 
cerely, I doubt not but he will be convinced, that the cauſe 
of Infant's Baptiſm has not been often confured, that the 


Anabaptiſts have not Learning nor Truth enough on their 


fide to confute it, tho indeed baffle it they have often, nor 
that laſtly the Aſſertors of Infant Baptiſm have no mind to 
ſtand a Diſcourſe with them. On the contrary, they are 
ready at any time to do it, provided they could but have 
any manner of Hopes of doing any good by it. But when 
Men are fo violently bent on an Opinion, as to ſcruple at 
nothing in order to maintain it, but even to ſacrifice Peace 


and Truth for the Propagation of it, to what purpoſe is it 


to endeavour to ſatisfie ſuch ? And yer all this has been abun- 


dantly proved by the Writings of Mr, Danvers, and the late 
account of the Portſmouth Diſpute publiſhed by Dr. Ruſſel. - 


But yet for all this, Tm credibly inform'd 
Vide Mr. Val. that ſome of our Miniſters have for the 
ker's Doctrin Satisfaction of thoſe. of their Pariſhioners 
of Baptiſm in who doubt about Infant Baptiſm, offered 
the Preface. to diſpute with any of thoſe they thought 
| moſt capable ro oppoſe it: But that this 
has been refuſed, and all the Pretence that has been 
inſiſted on was that our Miniſters deſired this Diſpute 
might be in the way of a private Conference, as judging that 
fo be the beſt way to ſatisfie the Perſons concern'd-: Since 
in publick Diſputes, as thro the Multitude of People pre- 
ſent a great deal of what is ſaid is not heard; ſo he that 
talks loudejt and ſays moſt is generally thought to have the 
1. ſt Cauſe. But, | | ; 


IT. You have miſrepreſented the Arguments b 


| £ N \rgun ought by 
us for Infant Baptiſm ; as firſt, you ſay that becauſe Male 


Children were circumciſed at eight days old, 


R.C.Part.z.p,% from thence Pedw-boptiſts have. weakly n 


8 ;yaſhl inferred, that all Infants, &c. muſt be 
baptized — But are you ſure that we argue thus? I never 
met with any Pedo-baptift that did. On the contrary they 
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9 if Circumeiſin and Baptiſm were For Subſtance; 


both reſpettive Seals of the ſame Covenant, of God in Chriſt 
then_thoſe of Mankind who were capable of the one, are capa- 


ble of the other : But Circumciſion and Baptiſm were for Subs 


Nance, both rejſpeFive Seals of the ſame Covenant of God in 
Chriſt : | Therefore thoſe of ab viz. Infants ph well as 
grown Perſons, who were capable of Circumciſion, are capable 
of Baptiſm. The Major may appear in that God never made 
a Covenant of Grace but only in Chriſt, ann 
the ſame Goh! was preached to Abraham, and * Gen. 15. $6. 
he believed in the ſame Chriſt, Gal. 3. 8. Rom. 4. 11, 
Hence the Covenant of which Circumcifion G . 

was the Seal, is affirm' d to contain the very Gen wo 
ſame Conditions, * Faith and Obedience, the 8 ERP 
very. ſame Promiſes, 4 Fuſtification here and 11 43. 
eternal Life hereafter; and to have reſpect Vein 3. 8. 
to the || ſame Mediatour Chriſt Feſus, as that John 8. 36. 
of which Baptiſm is the Seal now. - 12 

Again they argue, If Infants were once commanded to 
be ſign d with the Sign of the Covenant, and this Com- 
mand was never countermanded, then Infants ought till 
to be ſigned with the Sign of the Covenant. But, Cc. 

. Secondly, You miſ-repreſent their Arguings from 


| Rom. 11. 20. from whence the Pædo- baptiſts argue thus, 


that St. Paul ſpeaking of the unbelievi 

Jews, and ſaying that becauſe of Unbelief R. C. Part. 1. 
they were broken off, it does appear that p. 10. 

the Chriſtian and Fewiſh Church were the 


z 


ſame, ſince it was the ſame Church of which the Zews were 


that they are ſaid to be broken off from by their Unbelief. 
Now if the ſame Church continued under the Goſpel which 
was in being before, then the very ſame who were Mem- 


bers of it before, continued ſo to be, except they became 


Guilty of what the Apoſtle lays down as the only Reaſon 


why any were caſt our of the Church, viz. Unbelief: And 


if ſo, then thoſe little Children which were of the Church 
immediately before rheir Parents became Chriſtian, did 
nor ceaſe to be of the Church by their Parents becoming 
ſuch, nor by any Alteration which the Goſpel made: For 
if all they who were broken off, or not of the Church 
were ſo by Unbelief, according to the Apoſile's expreſs Af. 
ſertion, then unleſs the little Children we ſpeak; of were 


Guilty of Unbelief in themſelyes, or had it imputed to 
5 | A 4 them 


- = a PF - : v 7 
— — 8 e „ enn , F "Wy . 5 COS a 
— A r 2 $A oe 2 N * 1 4 FR hve ks, Age 2 ren — FEY 
! 4 F 8 5 
* , £ 


| 
| 
| 
| 


them from their Parents they could not be \broker off, but theit 
muſt ſtill keep their — as Branches of the Olive-tree. Peox 
But now they could not be Guilty of Unbelief themſelves, acco 


nor could they have it imputed to them from their Pa- 1M 
rents ſince they were Believers, . Us as 1 
| Farther, they argue from v. 16. That the Apoſtle: aſſerts of 1 
that as in Old Teſtament times, if the Root, if the Pa- trar. 
rents, Abraham's ſpiritual Seed were holy, ſeparated to God, « 70 
the Branches their little Children were holy alſo; ſo the 1 © /t 
ſame thing takes place and continues now under the Goſ- | © #! 
pel Diſpenſation: And that therefore the Apoſtle does not 4 # 
ſay with Reference to times paſt, if the Root were holy fo e 
were the Branches; bur with Reference to the time pre- of b 
ſent, if the Root be holy, fo are the Branches. bapt 
Thirdly, You miſrepreſent their arguing from Mat. 19. 1 
14. ſince they produce not that Text to prove that Chriſt fror 
ATE baptized Infants ; but to prove that the | Thu 

R. C. Part 1. p. Infants of Believers are reckon'd as belon- be | 
12. = ging to, or having a Right to be admitted inte 
1 1 8 into the Church; ſince our Lord ſays of Fen 
ſuch is the Kingdom of God. Now if they have a Right ta |, che 
be of the Church, they may be baptized ; ſince by Bap- | dhe) 
tiſm it is that this their Right muſt be aſſerted and claimed Fail 
in order to their being actually in it, and entitled to all bap 
the bleſſed Privileges of it. | - tor 
Fourthly , - You milſ-repreſent cheir arguing from 1 Cor. Rel 

7. 14. for, you argue againſt them as if they aſſerted that bap 
by holy they meant a real Holineſs, ſo that tho 

R. C. Part 2. p. al the Infants of believing Parents are re- raus 
3 auh holy; which never a Pædo- baptiſt that 5 
HE I know affirms, nay which you your ſelf fan 
contradi& a little before, by charging the Pædo- baptiſts piſt 
with aſſerting a Federal or Covenant Holineſs, as you do oper 
Part x. p. 16. . V e 
2. You argue as if they entaild Grace to Nature —— Bax 
which they deny to be any way the conſequent of their Opi- tiol 
nion, ſince the reaſon of little Children being a part of the Sin 
Old Teſtament Church, and accordingly fign'd with the the 
then initiating Ordinance, was not merely on account of the 
cheir natural Deſcent from: Abraham, but by virtue of the bec 
Promiſe made to Abraham as he was a Father of the Faith | thi: 
ful. And therefore when any of the Gentiles were proſelyred you 
or converted to the Religion of Abrabary, they were with ot, 


their 


Thus from their ſaying that the word in Mat. 25. 11) may 


(7) 


their Children admitted to the ſame Privileges with tlie 


People of God, tho' they were not Children of Abraham 
according to the Fleſn but according to Faith. + 
Fifthly, You miſcrepreſent their arguing from 1 Cox:T0. 2. 


as if they urged that place to prove Circumcifion a Type 


of Baptiſm ;; whereas they on the con- 9 
trary argue thus: || The Jews Paſſage R. C. Part 2. p. 
« thro the. Red Sea was a Type of our Chri- 26. | 


* ſtian Baptiſm ;, and if fo it was in the Type 


« that Men, Women, and Children paſſed Reli. Con. part 
' ©. thro' the Red Sea, it ought to be ſo in l. p. 7. 


« the thing typified; and then the Children 
of believing Parents as well as themſelves may and 
baptized. „„ 

To this Head I add, that you make wrong Inferences 
from what is produced by the Aſſerters of Infant Baptiſm. 


ought to be 


be rendred make Diſciples by baptizing You 
infer that the Apoſtles might have gone among all the 
Jews, &c. and baptized them all that they could lay 


their Hands on. Bur this does not neceſſarily follow, fince 


they are Diſcipled Nations, who have embraced the Chriſtian 
Faith, and they only, who with their Children are to be 
baptized. Children are indeed included in all diſcipled Na- 
tions, that is, whoſe Parents have believed the Chriſtian 
Religion, and ſuch Children may be diſcipled too by being 
baptized, and thereby entred into Chriſt's School, where, 


tho ar preſent they caunot, yet in time they may be 


taught. . 
Thus you infer from Pædo-baptiſts, aſſerting that In- 


fants are regenerated by Baptiſm, that they hold the Pa- 


piſts Opinion of Sacraments conferring Grace 

opere operato: Bur this by no means fol- R. C. Part 1. p. 
lows, ſince they may without this be by 14. 

Baptiſm put into a new State or Condi- 

tion; ſo that whereas before they were Unclean, born in 


Sin, and Children of Wrath, now they may be cleanſed by 


the waſhing of Water, and renewing of the Holy Ghoſt, have 
their Sins waſhed away, and put on Chriſt, and thereby 
become the Children of Grace, or Sons of God. And 
this is no more than whar the Scripture aſſerts, and you 
your ſelf have or ought to have ſigned your Approbation 


pt, in your ſigning among others the 27th Article of Reli- 


Sion; 


1 
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(89 
gion; which affirms that Baptiſm is a Sign of Rege⸗ 
neration o: New Birth, tohereby as bp an Inſtru⸗ 
ment, they that receive Baptiſm rightly are grafted 
into the Church: The Pꝛomiſes of the Forgiveneſs 
of Sins, and of our Adoption to be the Dons of 
God by the Holy Ghoſt, are viſibly ſigned and ſeal- 
ed, Faith confirmed, and Grace increaſed by virtue 
of P:aper unto God. From whence tis plain that our 
Church does not aſſert that Sacraments do beget Faith or 


Regeneration, but are only Signs or Seals thereof; and par- 
ttitcularly that God ſealeth the Covenant or Promiſe that 


he will be our God and we ſhall be his People, by Bap- 
tiſm ; and therefore you might have ſpared your Quota- 
tions from Mr. Baxter, Dr. Owen, &c. ſince we are not at 
all concern'd in them. But not to mention any more. 


III. You falfly quote many Authors, and either pervert or 
conceal their meaning. As, 

Firſt, as to Mr. Baxter you quote his Words in his Diſ- 
pute with Mr. B/ake, as if he intended to exclude Infants 
from the Ordinance of Baptiſm; when he himſelf by way 


of Caution, tells his Reader in the fame Book That he : 


would have him to underſtand that all along in the Diſcourſe 
of the whole Book the Diſpute is about the aged themſelves , 
whether they may be baptized. And again, p. 351. We take 
it for granted that the Right of Infants (to Baptiſm) is 
upon the account of their Parents Faith, therefore we manage 
this Diſcourſe with reſpe# to the Adult. The fame Treat- 
ment you give to him, Part 2. p. 33. where you repre- 
ſent him as ſaying, for when the Fryer's Hand was in he could 
do it to a Hands breadth, when he ſays no ſuch thing in 
the place you cite: But this is your old Artifice to make 
People believe that Infant Buptiſm, was the Invention of 
the Popes, as you are pleaſed in expreſs Words to aſſert, 
Part. 1. p. 12. As for what you quote out of Mr. Baxter's 
Directory, I can find nothing like it, but much of a quite 
contrary meaning. 
Thus you've ſerved Mr. Joſeph Mede, picking here and 
there, leaving our, and adding as you ſee fit, tho' after 
5 all the place makes againſt you; ſince 
R. C. Part. 2. p. 7. if the Significat jon which he aſſigns to Bap- 
| tiſm be true, viz. the renewing of the 
Holy Ghoſt, *tis much more proper to pour Water " : 
| | 8 | than 


held 1 2 
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2 
than dip the Perſon baptized ; ſince the Holy Ghoſt is faid 
plung'd into Him. 
In the fame manner you treat Mollebius, who ſpeak» 
ing of Baptiſm, and having before ſhewn what rhe Mat- 
ter and Form is, here ſhews that the Action is ſprinb- 
ling of Vater, which is uſed inſtead of Immer ſion; and in 
his Note on this Rule, he obſerves thar >: IE 
the going into and coming out of the Water * The Words 
was an illuſtrious Symbol of the Burial and are immerſio 
Reſurrection of Chriſt; but that reſpect being and emerſio. 
had to the tender Age of Infants, 'we do in | 
theſe colder Climates make uſe of Sprinkling, which tis cre- 


to be poured on, bat we are never faid to be dip'd or 


£ 


 dible the Apoſtles themſelves alſo uſed in their baptizing Fu- 


milies at home. 

In your Quotation of Pool's Annorations you'd have 
done well to fer down the whole Sentence ; for it follows 
whar you quote, But from hence it will not follow that 
Dipping is Eſſential to Baptiſm. 8 

Dr. Taylor in his Diſſuaſive from Popery p. 119. ſays, That 
the Church of God whenever ſhe did baptize Infants, did do 


it on Scripture Grounds, 


Part 2.p.18. You miſ-repreſent the Counſel of Gregory Biſhop 


of Nazianzen, fince he does not adviſe that the Baptiſm 


of Infants ſhould be deferred till they could give an ac- 
count of their Faith. He would have indeed their Bap- 
tiſm deferred till they are three Years of Age; but you 
will nor ſay thar then they can give an account of their 
Faith : Beſides he declares his Opinion that Baptiſm be- 
longs to every Age and fort of Life, and particularly adviſes, 
Thou haſt, ſays he, an Infant, let not Iniquity get time, let 
it be ſandtified in Infancy; let it in its tender Age be clean - 
ſed by the Holy Ghoſt. —— And again, Tt is better if any 
Danger preſs, that Infants ſhould be ſanctified, | baptized ] when 
they have no Senſe of it, than that they ſhould die unſealed 
and uninitiated. | | 
Tou falſly quote S. Ambroſe, ſince you leave out a part 
of the Sentence. His Words are, Now are they ( your 
Children) Holy, becauſe born in lawful Marriage, and be- 
cauſe they are born under the Worſhip of the true God, the 
Creator, on the believing ſide ;, for as whatſoever appertains to 
Idols by Dedication to them is Unclean; /o is that Holy 
which is born under the Profeſſion of the true God thz m_ 
e en 


— 


"C3 


And now I appeal to your ſelf, whether this Author 
does not think that more is meant in this Text than 


only a Matrimonial Holineſs, or Legitimacy of Birth. 


Tou fal ſly quote Grotius, who does not ſay that Infant 


Baptiſm was not enjoin'd before the Council of Carthage, but 


that in the Councils we have no mention of it before that 
Council. For that as T've ſhewn Infant Baprifm is not enjoin d 


by that Council.. 

Lou partially quote Dr. Hammond, whoſe Words as 
they lie are, The particular Faith is the acknowledging thoſe 
Truths which are of more Weight than others, as — The Do- 


Arine of the Trinity into which all are commanded to be 


baptized, and thoſe other Fundamentals of Faith which all 
Men were inſtruled in anciently, before they were permitted 
to be baptized. 8 3 | 

You miſ-repreſent Mr. Daille, who does not ſay that the 
Fathers are not to be leaned on in point of ChriſF's great Or- 


dinances; but that they muſt not be eſteemed Infallible, when 


they ſpeah of the Points now in Diſpute betwixt the Romiſh 
Church and Vs. Tho' indeed I know of none who do hold 
that the Fathers are to be leaned on in point of Chriſt's 
Ordinances, In the Cafe before us we only mention them 
as Witneſſes of what was done in their time, which their 
Errors do not incapacitate them for: We baptize Infants 
on Scripture Grounds, and not on the Authority of the 
Fathers; tho as my Lord Brooks well obſerves, we think 
that the conſtant Judgment of the Churches of Chriſt is much 
Zo be honoured. But all this is not to be wondred at, when 
even St. Paul himſelf is not free from your Miſ-repreſen- 
rations : For thus you repreſent him as grieving at his 
Heart that the 7ews had the firſt Tenders of the Goſpel 
made to them, when he only expreſſes himſelf concern'd 
for their Refuſal of them; as you may ſee Rom. 11. 
Bur. | = | | 


+ Remarks on TV. You have falſified plain Matters of 


the ancient Fact. As firſt, You aſſert that the Hal- 


Churches of denſes denied Infant Baptiſm, which is ab- 
theAlbygenſesp. ſolutely falſe, and what indeed they were 
154. v. Fullers never charged with by any beſides the Pa- 
Holy State and piſts and your ſelves: Who, as Dr. Allix 
War, Book 3. ſays Þ+ endeavoured to make them own the 
cap. 20, Opinions and Crimes that were proper to the 
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Manichees That Baptiſm is not neceſſary to Trf ants, 


and many other Hereſies that they would never acknowledge. 
The Confeffion mentioned by Sir Samuel 25 

Morland in his Hiftory of the Evangelical Lib. x. Cap. 4. 
Churches of Piedmont, plainly ſneus their 2 
Opinion in this Matter. We receive, ſay they, the Eucha- 
riſt to ſhew that our Perſeverance in the Faith is ſuch as 
we promiſed when we were baptized being little Children ; 


and in another Treatiſe writ by one of their Miniſters, - 
Mr. Fean Leger, entitled Hiſtoire generalle des Egliſes Vau- 


doiſes, printed at Leyden 1669. There are in one of their 
Confeſſions theſe Words, Et que le Bapteme eſt admini- 
fire —— a fin que celuy qui eſt receu ſoit repute & tenu de 
tous pour Frere: fy Chretien Et ceſt pour cela que'n pre- 
ſente les Infans au Bapteme, In Engliſh thus, We hold 
that Baptiſm is to be adminiſtred — to the end that he © 
who receives it may be reputed and held by all as a Brother 
and for that reaſon do we preſent 
Infants to Baptiſm, Lib. 1. cap. 12. Add, that the reaſon they 
give of their at any time delaying the baptizing their Infants, 
was the Abhorrence they fad of the ſuperſtitious Rites 
uſed by the Papiſts in adminiſtring that Ordinance, and 


not that they held Infant Baptiſm unlawful. Dr. Uſher in 


his Succeſfion of the Church c. 8. p. 242. gives us an ancient 
Confeſſion of the Waldenſes made by them 1176, in the 
Body of which is this Article, We believe little Chil- 


dren are to be ſaved by Baptiſm. 


Next you charge the ancient Britains with denying In- 
fant Baptiſm, which is falſe . There is no one Hiſtorian 
that does fo much as give the leaſt Ground for ſuch an 
Aſſertion, except Fabian, who beſides that his Authority 
is not very good, may yet be ſo underſtood that they 
were only againſt the baptizing the Saxons Children, as 
they were againſt preaching the Goſpel to the Saxons 
themſelves. If the Britains had indeed been againft In- 
fant Baptiſm, we ſhould wichout doubt have heard of it 
from Bede, who 'tis probable would have been glad to 
have ſuch a thing to charge them with. 

But he only ſays that Auſtin defired of 

them, That they would perform the Miniſiry Bede's Hiſtory 

of Baptiſm by which we are regenerated unto Lib. 2. cap. 2. 

God, according to the Cuſtom of the Holy 
| Romag 


cn) 
Roman and Apoſtolical Church. After the fame manner 
Fox in his Acts and Monuments, Vol. 1. p. 159. expreſſes 


it, that one of the things Auſtin deſired of the Britzfh Bi- 
ſhops was their baptizing after the manner 


Orig. Brita. p. Rome, ſo Biſhop Stillingfleet repreſents 
35 N . 4 that Auſtin would have them follow the 
Roman Cuſtom in Baptiſm, Not a Word js 
there in all rheſe of —_— beſides, tis plain that Pe- 
lagius who was a Monk in the ſame Monaſtery of Ban- 
chor, and lived 200 Years before this time, did own In- 
fant Baptiſm ; which 'tis not probable he would have done, 
being led by his Principle of denying original Sin, to de- 
ny that too, had ir not been the Practice of the Church 
in which he had been bred. OR | 
Again, You charge Wickliff with denying Infant Bap- 
tiſm. But after the ſtricteſt Search into Fox, Fuller, Sir 
Henry Spelman, and Cochleus, I can find nothing like it, 
only in one Article he is charged to de- 
+ De Succeſs. ny Baptiſm to be neceſſary to Infants, ſo as 
Cap. 7. Sect. they cannot be ſaved without it : Which 
" 5 2 as Biſhop + V/ſher obſerves, They in thoſe 
| days were charged with, who held nothing 
but this, that Baptiſm doth not confer Grace ex opere ope- 
Fato. ; | 
Next, You, miſ-repreſent Spanhemius, who does not ſay 
chat the Biſhops and Canons oppaſed the Synod in Arms, 


ſince beſides that there was but one Bi- 


R. C. Part. 2. p. ſhop, and no Synod but a Senate: He on- 
38. ly jays, That the Biſhop ſent Letters and 

an Embaſjador to the Senate, wherein he 
Spanhe. Dia- adviſed them to caſt the new Preachers 
tribe. cap. 18. out of the City and reſtore their old ones. 


But that when the Biſhop ſaw that he could 


do nothing by Threats, and that the number of the Goſpel- 
lers was ſo great as that he could not force them to do 
as he would have them, that Buſineſs was compoſed by 
the Mediation of the Landgrave of Heſſe; and that from 
that time, for ſome Months, each attended on their ſe- 
weral Rites or Way of Worſhip without am Tumult or 
Diforder , till {ome Anabaptiſts privately got together into 
Munſter. | 


Nexr 


pel. N n 
I might add that you i 


Parriall ewel fa 
in. his Defence of his groe P- 359. who a not, — 
you repreſent him, caſt all the blame on the Boors or 
Ruſticks owns what is ſaid of the German Anabaptiſts 
to 


Goſde lers as ye ſeem to mean, but frantick Anabaptiſts 


not 
and Hereticks as ye be; and therefore Enemies of the Goſ- 


ſe on your Reader, by tel- 
ling him chat the Hebrew Y and the Greek gi 
ſignifie only to dip, whereas + Mr. Pocock who 
beſt underſtood the Oriental es of + Not. Miſcel. 
any in his time, has largely ſhewn that | 
Tabal and baptizeſthai do not ſignifie al- 
ways the waſhing of the whole Body : Be- 
ſides, the word baptizo is not uſed to fig- Bap. cap. 5, 6, 
nifie-ro dip ſo much as once throughour 7. 
the whole New Teſtament. But when the 
Act of Dipping is mentioned, the word bapto and not 
baptizo is : Nay, even the word bapto does not al- 
ways fignifie to dip, ſince Daniel 4. 33. that which we 
tranſlate was wet with the Dew of Heaven, is in the 
Septuagint Ym + Seoos 7% gegvs gn, and IT dare fay 
that you will not affirm that Nebuchadnezzar was dip'd in 
the Dew of Heaven. You need not therefore have been 
ſo cautious as to ſtile all along in your Book Baptiſm 
Rantiſm, for that the word Baptiſm ſignifies any kind of 
2 ; or as Scapula expreſſes it, Iavandi ſeu abluend? 
aus, the act of waſhing or cleanſing: Beſides, it can- 
not be proved that either Fohn the Bapriſt or the Apo- 
files did dip all thoſe they baptized ;, St. Bernard aſſerts that 
Chriſt was ſprinkled by John the Baptiſt in. Jordan, Serm. 
de John Bap. p. 1203. 'Tis true indeed they baptized in 
thoſe times in Rivers; but Bede tells the reaſon of that, 
that it was in the beginning of the Church, when Temples 
* . a _ it _— ſeems c_ thar 
ing . tized then as you do now, that ſo ma- 
ny ſhould be baptized in one day, as we read there 
were, viz. three thouſand by St. Peter, and above ten 
thouſand Saxons by Auſtin in the River Swalle, as Cambden 
tells us in his Preface, p. 136. Befides, it has been prov'd 
thar other ways of baptizing beſides that of Dipping 
ave 
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| have all h. | 
ſhop Taylor quotes Tertullian ſpeaking to an impenitent 


„ 


2 
* 


along been in uſe in the Church. Thus Bi- 


Perſon, Who will afford thee ſo mach as 
one ſprinkling of Hater? meaning for his 


F 


Du. Dub. P · 25 | = 4% 
ſm. Twas a common uſage to hap- 


644. Bapti 


| by dipping. Cyprian in Epiſt. to Magnus, Lib. 4. Ep. 7. tells 


us it was uſual in thoſe days to baptize ſick Perſons in 
their Beds. Euſebius Ecc. Hiſt. Lib. 6. c. 43. tells us that 
Novatus was thus baprized, being, ſays. he, ſprinkled in the 
ſame Bed whereon he lay. But if this does not farisfie 


| you, I refer you to Walker's. Doctrine of Baptiſms, prin- 


ted 1678. . PF 

Here therefore I add, that you miſrepreſent the Senſe 
of thoſe worthy Perſons whom you quote for the Practice 
of Dipping, as if they held it in Oppoſition to Baptizing 


by Sprinkling or Affuſion. We never denied that dipping 


was ſometimes uſed in the Primitive Church; nay, our 
Church does now allow ir to be done: But then we ſay 
too that Sprinkling and Affuſion are as proper Ways of bap- 
tizing, ſince they are not contrary to the word of Inſtitu- 
tion, nor yet to the nature of the Sacrament of Baptiſm: 
It's no where forbidden in Scripture, nor condemn'd h 


any Council. Rantiſm as you call our Baptiſm is not rank 


Part 1. p. 18. 


* 


among any Hereſie: None of the Fathers diſpute its Law- 
fulneſs, or diſſuade from it: Many were by them bapti- 
zed during their Sickneſs, by ſprinkling, and never that 
we find after their Recovery dip'd. And all this ofie 
would think ſhould make you a little ſparing of your 


Cenſures of it. | 3 8 
I ſhall only add under this Head, . Thar you falſſy 
charge the Reformers with perſecuting thoſe of your 
Opinicn as to Infants Baptiſm : For that 
you cannot produce one Inſtance of any 
bone put to Death merely for holding that 
Infants ſhould not be baptized, They were other Princi- 


ples that made the State think fit to puniſh them. Pon- 
tanus tells us indeed that through Germany, Alſatia, &c. 


150000 Anabaptiſts were ſlain; but who- 

Comment. Lib. ever reads Sleidan will know that they 
10. were not all Anabaptiſts who ſuffer d, and 
that they who did fuffer, cwas not for 
their 


CW) 

their Religion, but Rebellion, They who were put to 
Death here in England our Hiſtories declare to have 
held vile and . blaſphemous Opinions againſt 15 
Chriſt, and the Peace and Helfare of the Stow's Annals, 
State; and that for them, not their hol- p. 679, 680. 
ding the unlawfulneſs of Infant Baptiſm, | 
they were thought worthy of Death. | > 

And as you are thus injurious to the Reformation in 
general; ſo you are too bold in refle&ing on this Church 
in particular, *Tis no way like the Modeſty and Humi- 
lity of a Chriſtian ro ſtile Infant Baptiſm 
not only a no Baptiſm, but a Fiction, Man's R. C. Part 1. ps 
Invention, an irrational Notion, a Dream, 18,16, 14, 
and ſpeaking Lies in the Name of the Lord, Part 2. p. 24» 
acting a Tragedy, a religious Cheat, an apiſh 43, P. IO. p. 3. 
Imitation of Chriſt's Ordinance. But this is 
not all, you compare the Biſhops and Mi- 
niſters of our Church to the Prieſts and Part 1. p. 53 
Scribes, who are in Oppoſition to ſuch as be- 19. Part 2. p. 
lieve in Chriſt ; who too much reſemble the 6, 12, 5. 
Prieſts, Phariſees, and Lawyers, who rejected 
the Counſel of God againſt themſelves, being not baptized ; 
who reject the Commandments of God, that they may keep 
their own Traditions; and who teach for Doctrines the Com- 
mandments of Men; being blind Guides, Baal's Prophets. 
Add to all rhis, that you ſpeak too contempribly of the 
Office for Baptiſm in the Liturgy of our Church, compa- 
ring the Goſſips, as you call the Sureties, to Necromancy, and 
ridiculing them, ſtiling chem nominal Sure- 
ties to blind the Eyes of the ignorant, and R. C. Part 1. p. 
plainly to moch God, &c. Next you ſay 7, 11, 16, 14. 
_ the Miniſters of the Church of Eng- TR 
land, with Ignorance or Confidence enow can ſay after they 
have atted the Tragedy (as they pretend) to God, See⸗ 
ing it hath pleaſed thee to regenerate this In⸗ 
fant, &c. But pray is chis the Language of a Chri- 
ſtian? One would think indeed by this your Carriage 
that you thought your {ſelf intallible, and that the Scrip- 
tures came out from you, and were only to be interpre- 
ted by you; elſe ſure you would not ſo boldly cenſure 
thoſe that are not of your Mind. You cannot deny that 
many that practice Infant Baptiſm are as * and as humble 
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as your ſelves, and that they are as capable of finding 
out the Senſe of the Scriptures: Why then can you not 
think that you may be miſtaken as well as they? You 
3 do indeed often aſſert That the Goſpel re- 

R. C. Part. 1. quires Faith and Repentance to qualifie for 
p. 14. Part. 2. Baptiſm; and that now believing Men and 
p. 19. Women are the only Subjects of Goſpel Bap- 
tim. And if this were prov'd the Diſ- 


pute would be at an end; bur we cannot find any one 


Text that does either directly or by conſequence fay ſo: 


Tis true indeed we read of none but grown Perſons that 


were baptized, and that of them Faith and Repentance 
was required. And this we think a good Argument to 
prove that no grown Perſon! ought to be baptized with- 
out theſe Qualifications. . But then a Queſtion returns, 
What does this concern Infants, who are not any ways 
excluded by this? Since tis plain that God has always 
called and choſen the Children together wich their Pa- 
rents to be his People. Hence he ſtiles the whole Na- 
tion of the ewe, Iſrael his called. Nor has he given us 
any Intimation of the contrary, ſince the Coming of the 


Goſpel. Beſides, its not plain and clear that there were 


no Infants baptized by the Apoſtles. They are not ex- 
cluded by any thing contained in the Commiſſion, Mat. 28. 
ſince they are a part of all Nations, and as capable of 


being diſcipled by Baptiſm as their Parents. And it is 


no ſure arguing, we do net read that the Apoſtles bap- 
tized Infants, therefore they baptized none; fince Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles did many things which are not recorded. 
The Scripture ſays nothing of the Baptiſm of the Virgin 


Mary and many of the Apoſtles, but we muſt not there- 


fore think that they were not baprized : Beſides, in ſuch 
cafes where there might be Infants, we don't find any 
Exception made. As far as I remember, there are not 
above nine befides our Saviour himſelf, who by Name 
or perſonal Deſcription are ſaid to have been baptized. 
Now it does not appear whether four of theſe nine had 
any Families or no; but as for the other five who had, 
the Apoſtles are ſaid ro baptize both them and theirs : 
So that what is recorded as to matter of Fact in the 
Holy Scriptures, is for us; or elſe it gratifies only the 
Soc inians, who are of Opinion that none are to be bap- 


tized 


nue challenge them to name one Perſon [3 canvinc' 


CAT: 
tized bur ſuch as are nœ)]u d to Chriſtianity from 
another Religion ; ſince either the Baptiſm of .Children is 
recorded in the recording of the Baptiſm of thoſe Families 
which are ſaid to be baptized ; or elſe the Baptiſm of 
none is recorded in Scripture however after Chriſt's Re- 
ſurrection, but of ſuch who immediately before they were 
baptized were converted from Judaiſm or Paganiſm to Chri- 
Stianity : And if ſo, you can by no means warrant the bapti- 
zing of any Perſons at Age, whoſe Parents were Chriſtian 
when they were born. As to your Inſtances of our Lord 


and Timothy, whoſe Parents you ſay were Believers, tis a 


mere quibble, fince they were none of them Chriſtians when 
theſe their Children were born: Beſides you don't read of 
Timthy's being baptized when grown up, and therefore if 
his Mother were a Chriſtian when he was born, he might for 
ought you or Ican tell be baptized in his Infancy. 

As to Godfathers, c. they are of ancient uſe in the 
Church; as ſerving to expreſs the form of Covenanting be- 
twixt God and us, which, that Ordinance is the Seal of; 


and to put the Child in mind when he comes of Age to 


take this Obligation on himſelf, what a ſolemn Vow, Promiſe 
and Profeſſion he did at his Baptiſm by them make. But for 


this you may ſee Mr. Hewerdine's Letters, &c. As to Bap- 


tiſm being ſaid to regenerate, *tis Scripture 
Language, wherein tis ſul'd the * waſhing Tit. 3. 3. 
of Regeneration, © „„ | 

As to what you fay of the good of the Portſmouth Diſ- 
pute, you may ſee your felt anſwer'd in Mr. Chandler's Ac- 
count of it, p. 65. where he has theſe Words, We can hear 
of m2 unprejudiced Perſons, who were any ways inclined towards 
Ana baptiſin by any thing that was offer d in the Diſputation rs 
And do 
6ffer for one ſuch Perſm ſo nam'd by them, we will, if they 


demand it, tell them the Names of ſeveral who did ſtrongly en- 


cline to Anabaptiſm before, who by that Diſputation were jet 


right ; and fully ſatisfied that the Anabaptiſt Cauje doth veſt 
an weak unſcriptural Principles, how loudly ſoever they pretend 
Fo Scripture. "= ; 


Laſtly, You have aſſerted many falſe Principles, which 
I ſhall only name, and not now ſtapd to refute. As, 


B2 Fiſt, 


Tus) 


. # 


Firſt, You ſay that n original Sin is only bo- 
dily Diſeaſes and a temporal Death. If, ſay you, Infant Bap- 
tiſm take away original Sin, then Infants ſhall 

R. C. Part 1. p. have no Toil, nor Sickneſs, Sores, Sorrows, no 
15, 19. Part 2. nor Death it ſelf. This is contrary to Arti- 
Pe 33·˙ cle 9. of our Church, and the common Faith 
of Proteſtants, and is only taught by the So- 


cinians. | 


Secondly, You aſſert that the Sacrament 5 


R. C. part 2. Baptiſin is no Seal of the Covenant; con- 
* trary to the expreſs words of Article 27. 

Thirdly, You call the Old Teſtament Church a carnal 

Church, and ſay that Circumciſion gave right to carnal Ordinan- 

ces, and an earthly Canaan , and deny that 

R. C. part 1.P. the Chriſtian Church is but the old Refor- 


8. p. 9, 10+ med; contrary to what is aſſerted in Arti- 


| = RN. 
Fourthly, You refemble Infants to Bells, Fruit-trees, Cat- 
tle, &c. which is very unſeemly; ſure you muſt have a very 
| low Opinion of Infants thus to compare them 

R. C. Part 1. to brute Beaſts and inanimate Creatures: But 
p. 10, 12, &c. pray, have Bells and Beaſts and Fruit- trees 
| reaſonable Souls? Did you ever read that 
our Lord Feſus did bleſs Bells and Cattle, and Fruit-trees, and 
pray for them as he did for Infants ? pray be ſo kind as to 


leave off ſuch Compariſons ; which, to ſay the beſt of them, 


are unſeemly, and no ways becoming a Chriſtian Pen. 

_ Laſily, You ſpeak too irreverently of the Doctrine of the 
Sacred Trinity, as ſeeming to approve of what you ſay one 
terms it wer 4 Nonſenſe, Part 1. p. 20. 5 
Thus I've gone through I think your whole Book : There 
are ſome Aurhors you mention which I have not, and there- 
fore could not examine; and T've reaſon to think that for 
all your quoting them, you your ſelf never ſaw ſome of them : 
For I have all along obſerved you tranſcribing out of M. Dan- 


vers, and that ſo carefully, that you've even tranſcrib'd his 


Faults; thus part 2. p. 38. Mr. Danvers having faid the Sy- 
nod ſiding, &c. you've ſaid fo too, tho it be a plain Miſtake 
for Senate, Thus again, part 2. p. 22. for want of exami- 
ning whether Mr. Danvers be faithful in his Citations or no 
you have tranſcrib'd from him Words which Mr. Tombs and 
He charges on Mr. Blake, which Mr. Blake yet denies that he 

„ ever 


(19) 
ever ſaid; and fo indeed one would think, for neither of chem 
name Mr. Blake's Book from whence they took them. The 
Words are as you cite them, Birth-Privileges are Heredita- 
ry, c. This Mr. * Wills tells us M. Blake ſig- 


nified to Mr. Tombs that he difowps the * Vide Wills's 


Words he charges him with. I believe, Infant Bap. aſ- 
faith he, no ſuch thing, that Parents convey to ferred, p. 198. 
their Children, as by Birth Privilege a being in 

Chriſt Jeſus ; but if you underſtand by Chriſtianity the bare 


Name or Title of Chriſtian, together with a right to Church-Pri- 


vileges, then I ſhall own the thing and diſclaim the Expreſ- 


ſion. 


As to what you ſay concerning the different Grounds 
and Ends of 22 Baptiſm, it being an Objection already 
inſiſted on by Mr. Tombs, Danvers, and Keach, you may ſee 
it anſwerd by Mr. Wills in his Infant Baptiſm aſſerted, 
p. 153, and 263. and a Religious Conference, printed ann. 
1698. p. 28. 1 

I conclude all with the ſaying of Biſhop Patrick in his 


Aqua Genitalis, p. 452. I have no mind to add more, but 


beſeech the Lord, that all chote who diſpute againſt In- 
fant Baptiſm, may behave themſelves like Men baptized, and 
remember, that Humility, Modefty, and Peaceableneſs of Spi- 
rit are great Doctrines in the Chriſtian School; and that if 
ſo many good and learned Men have erred (as they think) 
then ſo may they. | | ©: 


"1 an. 


Yours to ſerve you in 
all Chriſtian Offices, 


Philalethes. 


Fan. 21. 1702. 
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( 20 ) 


POSTSCRIPT. 


5 what I have already written I only find occaſion to 


add, That for all your 0 poſitively aſſerting that the 


Parents of St. Auſtin, St. Hierom, and Ambroſe were Chriſtians, 
I preſume you mean when theſe their Children were born] 

ou cannot prove that they were ſo : On the contrary, it has 
— proved that ſome of them were not: That you impoſe 
on your Reader, by telling him the Learned tells us tis in the 
Sriach Verfion of Acts 16. 34. He believed with all his Sons, 
when-on:the contrary it is with all hs Domeſtichs : That 
both Mr. Blackwood and you falſly aſſert that Cyprian was not 


for Infant Baptiſm, in the place of Baronius that you mean, 
tho' you falſly quote it, it being Tom. 1. p. 415. edit. Antw. 


1612. there is not a word of Infant Baptiſm, but only that 


Cyprian oppoſed what Pope Stephen held as ſupported by che 


Tradition of the Church : That Baptiſm adminiſtred by He- 


reticks ought not to be repeated: That you abuſe Mr. Calvin 
as to his Expoſition of Matth. 3. 6. who adds to the words 


you cite from him, farther, it is to be obſerved that theſe 
words Repent, &c. are to be underſtood of the Adult. As to 
Doctor Barlow's Letter ſo much boaſted of by you, you may 
ſee the Doctor's Opinion of it in a Letter wrote to Mr, Wills, 
printed in WiIls's Infant Baptiſm re-aſſerted ; where he has 
words to this effect, That twas wrote, when he talk'd more, 
and under ſtood leſs, and that he never refuſed baptizing of In- 
fants. And now would not any one inter from all this, that 
yours is a poor and baffled Cauſe, ſince you need ſo many 
Shifts and Tricks to ſupport it. But this is not the worſt 
of it; you are not content with acting thus, but you treat 
thoſe who differ from you with inſufferabie Scorn and Con- 
tempt : Thus you call the Church of England's way of Ad- 
miniſtring Baptiſm, Antich Noddings, Cringings, Croſſings, 
and compare her Baptiſm to Tran/ub/tantiation, You call 

| 1 


0 ˙ ad Et!!! ß Gear oor i nd 


— 
— 


18 


nta 
- the. 


1ans, 
orn |] 
t has 
poſe 
1 the 
ons, 
That 
s not 


ntw. 


that 


4 the 
He- 


vin 
ords 
theſe 
158 tO 


may 
ills, 
e has 
nore, 


22 . 
in Queſtion Her Miniſtry, ſaying, That the Prieſthood of the 
Nation have aſſumed the Sacerdotal Office, from what Goſpel. 


Right you ſee not; and in another Place intimate, That $Shg , 


3s only ſupported by the Civil Power: Nay, not content with 
this, you ſeem to intimate as if you thought the Doctrine of 
the Trinity confuſed Non-ſenſe, and the holding many Gods. 


On the whole I beg you to confider, whether indeed in this 


matter you have acted like one who impartially ſought after 


the Truth; ſince that needs none of thoſe ways to ſupport 
it which Tve ſhewn you've uſed : You need not lie for God, 


He will maintain the Cauſe that is His without thoſe Helps. 
Farther, I beſeech you carefully to confider the Temper 
you've expreſs'd in this Writing of yours, how contrary it 
is to the Spirit of Chriſtianity : And therefore ſuppoſing 


| you were in the right as to this particular matter, which yet 


you are not, you cannot be ſafe ſo long as you continue of 
It. Tis good Advice which one formerly of your Opinion 
as to Infant Baptiſm gives, which I ſhall leave with you to 
conſider; That the diſſent of thoſe who differ from other godly 
Chriſtians in the point of Infant Baptiſm be held and mana- 
ged with much Humility and Sobriety towards thoſe that dif- 


fer. Since after all you cannot be ſo ſure of your being in 


the right, and our being in the wrong, as juſtly to uſe thar 
Aſſurance which is ſo viſible in your Writings ; and to con- 
demn all that oppoſe you, as blinded by worldly Intereſt, as 
if none in the World had any Conſcience beſide your 
ſelves, 
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the Exceptions of Mr. Tombs, Lond. 1655. 

Dr. Reading's Antidote againſt Anabaptiſm, in Anſwer to 
Dr. Taylor's Liberty of Propheſie, Lond. 1654. 

Dr. Hickes's Caſe of Infant Baptiſm. 

Dr. Aſhton's Conference with an Anahaptiſt. 

Mr. Ollyffe's Defence of Infant Baptiſm. | 

Mr. Halls Infant Baptiſm aſſerted and re-afferred, in Anſwer 
to Mr. Danvers's two Books. 

Mr. Will, Allen's Perſuaſive to Peace and Unity. 

Addrefs to the Non-conformiſts, 

Mr. Hewerdine's Letters in Defence of Infant Baptiſm, 

Mr. Walker s modeſt Plea for Infant Baptiſm. 

Diſcourſe of Dipping and Sprinkling. 

A Religious Conference betwixc a Miniſter and Pari ſnioner, 
being an Anſwer to Bery, Keach's late Book — the Refhr 
Redl iſied, Lond. 1698. 

Mr. Turner's Vindication of Infant Baptiſm. 

Mr. Burkit's Diſcourſe of Infant Baptiſm. ? 

Mr. Dorrington's Vindication « of the Chriſtian Church 1 in i — . 
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